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Hon. Macgrane Coxe has been obliged to postpone the com- 
pletion of his article on Chancellor Kent, the first half of which 
appeared in the March number of this volume. The concluding 
portion of Mr. Coxe's article will appear in the June issue. 

The Journal takes great pleasure in announcing the appoint- 
ment of the following men to the Editorial Board: Claude 
Chesterfield Fogle, Grad. ; Harold Espe Drew, 'o8 ; Carleton 
Hickox Stevens, '08; Henry Fleischner, '09; Henry Joseph 
Calnen, '09; William James Larkin, Jr., '09; Edward Robert 
McGlynn, '09; Edward Jerome Quinlan, '09; William "Webb, '09 ; 
George Leroy Weeks, '09. 

The German Reichstag has recently taken action looking 
towards the adoption of a uniform law in respect to bills of 
exchange; and Dr. Felix Meyer of Berlin is now preparing a 
draft of a bill for this purpose. Dr. Meyer is the Secretary of the 
Berlin Vereinigung fur vergleichende Rechtswissenschaft und 
Volkswirtschaftslehre, and the author of a treatise on the subject 
of International Exchange, which appeared in 1906. The plan 
of the promoters of this movement is to submit the measure, when 
in proper form, to the German Handelstag, and then probably to 
an international Conference, as a basis of an international con- 
vention for a uniform law on the same subject between nations. 

The International Law Association formulated certain rules 
in regard to foreign bills of exchange, in 1881 (Report for 1881, 
p. 231). The Institute of International Law has done the same 
(Annuaire, VIII, 96). These efforts will have a new interest, in 
view of this action of the Reichstag. It has been an affair of 
jurists : it has now become one of governments. As the United 
States have now, under our Negotiable Instruments Acts, sub- 
stantially a uniform law for themselves as to bills and notes, our 
government would naturally be disposed to favor a plan for a 
universal agreement, if Germany takes the initiative. It is 
vexatious to merchants to have the same paper pronounced a 
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good bill of exchange here, and no bill of exchange in Paris or 
Vienna, as was the case in Amsinck v. Rogers, 189 N. Y., 252, 82 
Northeastern, 134. There ought to be no serious difficulty in 
the adoption of one form, good everywhere ; though in disposing 
of the rights of indorsees, there are necessary difficulties, which 
have embarrassed previous Conferences of nations called to deal 
with the general subject. Both the present German Statute of 
Bills and the British Chalmers Act of 1882 have certain rules 
respecting a conflict of laws, but they can hardly be deemed, 
even within their restricted fields, to be adequate to the necessi- 
ties of commerce. 

CRIMINAL LAW CHARGE TO THE JURY. 

Although many of our courts are in motion in the right 
direction, away from the realm of technicalities, only too often 
we find others taking a backward step. The recent case of State 
v. Seaboard Air Line Ry., (N. C.) 59 S. E. 1048, is another tri- 
umph of mere technicalities. In this case the defendant railroad 
was indicted under a statute prohibiting the running of freight 
trains on Sunday between certain hours. There was only one 
witness at the trial. He testified that he saw two freight trains 
pass a certain place on Sunday. The defendant introduced no 
witnesses whatever. The judge charged the jury that "if they 
believed the evidence" they should bring in a verdict of guilty. 
This was held to be error. 

In nearly all jurisdictions it is error for a judge to direct a 
verdict of guilty in a criminal case, where the defendant pleads 
not guilty, even when the evidence is conclusive or uncontradicted. 
State v. Wilson, 62 Kans. 621; Shaffner v. Com., 72 Pa. St. 60. 
But this has been allowed in a few cases. People v. Elmer, 109 
Mich. 493. Nor is the judge at liberty in most jurisdictions to 
express an opinion either as to the weight of evidence or as to 
facts which might influence the action of the jury. People v. 
Cowgill, 93 Cal. 596; Hayes v. State, 58 Ga. 35. In the federal 
courts, however, the judge is allowed to express an opinion. 
Lovejoyv. United States, 128 U.S. 171. The charge in the North 
Carolina case under discussion did not infringe upon these 
general rules. 

How then was any injustice done the defendant by the charge 
that the jury bring in a verdict of guilty if they believed the 
evidence? The evidence for the prosecution was uncontradicted, 
was not conflicting and if believed showed the defendant's guilt 
beyond a reasonable doubt. In cases like this the courts both in 
England and in this country have recognized that substantial 
justice is done by a charge containing the expression, "if the jury 
believe the evidence. " Taylor v. State, 121 Ala. 24 ; Derby v. 
State, 60 N. J. L. 258; State v. Woolward, 119 N. C. 779. The 
position taken by these courts is well illustrated by Judge Ligon 
in Thompson v. State, 2 1 Ala. 48, where he said, ' ' We have 
repeatedly held, that, where the testimony proceeds altogether 
from one party, and involves no conflict, the court may draw its 



